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+.IOTICE OF RIGHT OF APPEAL TO COURT _
YoU MAY FILE AN APPEAL FRoM THls DEclsloN lN AccoRDANcE WTH THE LA\ /S oF MARYLAND. THE AppEAL MAYBE TAKEN tN pERsoN
OR THROUGH AN ATTORNEY IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY, IF YOU RESIDE IN EALTIMORE CITY, OR THE CIRCUIT COURT OF
THE COUNTY IN MARYLAND IN W}{ICH YOU RESIDE.

THE PERIOD FOR FILING AN APPEAL EXPIRES AT MIDNIGHT ON
,June 30, 1990

FOR THE CLAIMANT:

_APPEARANCES_
FOR THE EMPLOYER:

REVIEW ON THE RECORD

Upon review of the record in t.-his case, the Boardreverses the decision of the Hearing bxaminer andthat Ehe claimant has been meeting t6e ie{uiiEmenis4(c) of lhe 1aw s j.nce she applied for une-mploymentbenefits.
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The Robinson case, cited in
principle that a claimant may
or her willingness to work.
out any and aII restrictions,

the decision, does deal with the
not impose restrictions upon his

However, the case does not rulejust unreasonable restricEions.

In this case, the claimant has applied for several appropriate
jobs in Ehe area each week. The tl4:e of job which she is
seeking is plentiful in the area in which she is searching,
due to the industrial development there. The claimant has
worked all her life in that area, and has always found jobs in
thaE area. No evidence was presented by the agency to show
that E.he claimant either refused a job offered in an area
outside of her "home" area or that the claimant's restriction
was in any way deErimenEal- t.o her job search. In fact, the
claimant has had three different jobs in the area over the
past years, and presently has several job possibilities.
This is not to say, however, Ehat this restriction could not
become an unreasonable restriction in the future. If, at some
poinE in time. the cLaimanE runs out. of employers in her area
to which she can apply for a job in her clas si f icatj.on, Ehe
restriction may become unreasonable. That determination will
depend upon the facEs, at that time. Job restricEions must be
looked at on a case-by-case basis to determine if t,hey are
unreasonable.

DECISION

The claimant is able to work, available for work and actively
seeking work within the meaning of Sect.ion 4 (c) of th;:
Maryland Unemployment Insurance Law. No disquali fi cat ion is
inposed from the week beginning February 4, 1990, based upon
her geographical work search resErictions.

The decision of the Hearing Examiner is reversed.
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_ NOTICE OF RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REVIEW _
ANY INTERESTED PARTY TO THIS DECISION MAY REOUEST A REVIEWAND SUCH PETITION FOR REVIEW MAY BE FILED IN ANY OFFICE OF THE
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FINDINGS OF FACT

Claimant -PresenE

The claimant applied for benefits
for the year beginning February 4,
amount $86. The claimant at Eime
advised the Claims Examiner that
calIed agoraphobia and that she is
four or five miles from her home.

and esEabfished el igibi lity
1990 and a weekfy benef j-t
of her initial application

she suffers from a illness
unable to travel more Ehan a

Her Psychiatrist confirmed
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